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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2 ) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-6,10,12-13,19-24,28,30,31,37-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Shimomura et al (6952665) . 

As per claim 1, Shimomura et al (6952665) teaches: 

A multilingual text-to-speech system, comprising: a source datastore of primary 
source parameters providing information mainly about a speaker of a primary language 
(As storing information about the english language - as dictionary database - col. 4 line 
35); a plurality of primary filter parameters providing information mainly about sounds in 
the primary language (as acoustic model database - col. 4 line 18); and a plurality of 
secondary filter parameters providing information mainly about sounds in a secondary 
language (and grammar database - col. 4 line 19), wherein at least one secondary filter 
parameter is normalized to the primary filter parameters and mapped to a primary source 
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parameter (as normalizing the translation(abstract) using the knowledge database and 
dialog history storage unit - fig. 7, subblock 46). 

As per claim 2, Shimomura et al (6952665) teaches the system of claim 1, further 
comprising a normalization module adapted to normalize the secondary filter parameters 
to the primary filter parameters ( as normalization of the filter parameters based on 
intonation, rhythm, etc. - col. 6 lines 3-1 1) 

As per claim 3, Shimomura et al (6952665 ) teaches the system of claim 1, further 
comprising a mapping module adapted to map the secondary filter parameters to the 
primary source parameters based on linguistic similarities between target sounds in the 
secondary language and primary source parameters in the primary language (as the 
mapping between the primary source and secondary language parameters - col. 6 lines 1- 
7). 

As per claim 4, Shimomura et al (6952665 ) teaches the system of claim 1, further 
comprising: an input receptive of text; and a speech synthesizer adapted to convert the 
text-to-speech based on said primary filter parameters and said secondary filter 
parameters (as text input and speech output using dictionary, grammar and phoneme 
databases - Fig. 4) 

As per claim 5, Shimomura et al (6952665) teaches the system of claim 1, further 
comprising an input receptive of an initial set of secondary filter parameters (as 
initialized parameters - fig. 9, subblock 42, updated based on dialog history storage unit 
- Fig. 9, subblock 47). 
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As per claim 6, Shimomura et al (6952665) teaches the system of claim 5, further 
comprising a similarity assessment module adapted to assess similarity between the 
initial set of secondary filter parameters and said primary filter parameters (as measuring 
a similarity between the input translated text and the dictionary/grammar information - 
col. 4 lines 58-65). 

As per claim 10, Shimomura et al (6952665) teaches the system of claim I, 
wherein said secondary filter parameters are selected based on at least one of their 
relationships to sounds not present in the primary language and their dissimilarities to 
said primary filter parameters (as choosing the appropriate response based on the input 
translation, including ignoring parameters that do no apply - col. 8 lines 32-57). 

As per claims 12,13, Shimomura et al (6952665) teaches the system of claim 1, 
further comprising a plurality of primary prosody parameters, wherein at least one 
secondary filter parameter is mapped to a primary prosody parameter (as controlling 
pauses, accents, intonations, and other prosodic parameters - col. 6 lines 5-11). 

As per claim 19. A method of operation for use with a multilingual text-to-speech 
system, comprising: accessing primary source parameters providing information mainly 
about a speaker of a primary language; accessing primary filter parameters providing 
information mainly about sounds in the primary language; and accessing secondary filter 
parameters providing information mainly about sounds in a secondary language, wherein 
at least one secondary filter parameter is normalized to the primary filter parameters and 
mapped to a primary source parameter. 
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Claims 19-24,28,30,3137-45 are method/system claims that similar in scope and 
content to the system claims of claims 1-6,10,12,13 and are therefore rejected under 
similar rationale as present above. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 7-9,1 1,14-18,25-27,29,32-36 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

4. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: the 
claim limitations pertaining to the allocation of certain primary and secondary parameters based 
upon memory constraints is not explicitly taught by the prior art of record. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Please see related art listed on the PTO-892 form. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Opsasnick, telephone number (571)272-7623, 
who is available Tuesday- Thursday, 9am-4pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Richemond Dorvil, can be reached at (571)272-7602. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Michael N. Opsasnick/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 
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